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THE TRIAL OF JESUS known that Annas wielded enormous influence, though he had long ago been deposed from the high-priesthood, now held by his son-in-law.
Exception has been taken to the statement of our Evangelist that Caiaphas was high priest that year. It has been said that this proves the writer to have been under the erroneous impression that the high-priesthood was a yearly office. This point is mentioned here by the way, and it must be left to the reader to judge whether such a mistake is at all probable in a writer who, it must be allowed, shows himself throughout well informed about, and thoroughly conversant with, Jewish matters and customs.
Returning to the examination of Jesus before Annas, we notice that it fits in remarkably well with the account given by Of all this our Evangelist says nothing.
Nor from his point of view was there any need to mention it, for matters stood after the visit to Herod exactly as they did before.
Pilate is in the same position now as then.
He can find no fault or crime in the Prisoner.
But at this point he shows signs of weakness.
He wishes to please the Jews, and so he offers to release Jesus as a political prisoner.
It may seem strange that when the accusers had so plainly shown that it was the death of Jesus which they desired, Pilate should have sought to satisfy them by setting Him free. This is a trait in the story which increases our confidence in the truth of it.
Pilate does not propose simply to release Value of Fourth Gospel.
